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DETAILED ACTION 

This application has been examined. 
Claims 6, 9-14 presented for examination. 

Drawings 

The Examiner contends that the drawings submitted on 1 1/14/01are acceptable for the 
examination proceedings. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 6, 9-1 1 , 1 2-1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Smethers (US Patent Number 6,560,640) in view of 
Mintz (US Patent Number 6,250,930). 

In regards to claim 6, Smethers discloses a system that allows a user to bookmark 
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web pages on a handheld device. The user programs the bookmark web pages manual 
and identifies a bookmark to a specific number. In addition, Smethers teaches selecting 
one of a plurality of bookmarks, wherein each bookmark includes a URL (Uniform 
Resource Locator) field for saving an address of an internet resource and a browser ID 
field for saving a browser ID of a browser capable of browsing the Internet resource 
having a unique protocol, and interpreting a browser ID of a selected bookmark (col. 3 
lines 1-6 & col. 3 lines 34-44) [selecting one of a plurality of bookmarks 
available to the wireless client device; transmitting a compact 
request for the document or file represented by the selected 
bookmark from the wireless client device to an intermediate 
server; obtaining, from the intermediate server, a universal 
resource locator for the document or file represented by the 
selected bookmark;] [ a computer readable medium including computer 
program code for requesting a page on a remote server using a 
user interface of a wireless client device, one embodiment of 
the invention includes: computer program code for obtaining a 
compact bookmark identifier for a selected bookmarked page;] The 
examiner asserts when a user has launched a bookmark, the bookmark has a identifier, 
the identifier is a button key, when the key is pressed, it is used to point to the stored 
URL, which launches a document or file to be displayed to the browser. To further 
explain, the examiner interprets the bookmark identifier as the browser ID, because the 
browser ID in the application is used to launch the browser that corresponds to the 
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webpage. While in Smethers, the identifier of the bookmark is used to point to the URL 
that launches the browser for that specific saved bookmark. The bookmark can be a 
document or file. In conclusion, the browser ID and identifier of the bookmark are 
unique numbers that both point to the browser that launches the correct page from the 
Internet resource. 

The difference between the claims and Smethers is the claim recites 
"launching a browser of the plurality of browsers corresponding to in the browser ID, the 
launched browser interpreting a URL of the selected bookmark, and accessing the 
Internet resource". Smethers allows a user to save bookmarks, and view web page on a 
handheld device, but does not allow a user to view two bookmarked pages at the 
same time. Mintz allows a user to launch a multiple browsers on a single screen, and 
allows the user access bookmarks. 

Mintz teaches a system for allowing a user to view web-browsing information on the 
Internet on a single screen similar to that of Smethers. In addition, Mintz discloses 
launching a browser of the plurality of browsers corresponding to in the browser ID, the 
launched browser interpreting a URL of the selected bookmark, and accessing the 
Internet resource (col. 7 lines 58-65) [ launching of multiple browsers 
that can be incorporated into a memo, message, survey, 
questionnaire or direct mail piece, all of which can be 
simultaneously displayed on a single screen. Currently, the e- 
Logic system permits about fifteen independent browsers to be 
simultaneously (rather than sequentially) displayed on a single 
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screen (while about fifty browsers can be simultaneously 
displayed on multiple screens) . This allows for the 
simultaneous search, viewing and transmittal of multiple search 
engines, multiple web sites, bookmarks or any combination 
thereof.]. The examiner asserts that the system allows the user to launch a 
plurality of browsers on a single screen, and each browser may view a 
web site, that is connected to the Internet. The examiner interprets that the prior art 
inherently states if a system has multiple browsers, each browser must have a unique 
number to allow the processor to send and retrieve information from that specific 
browser. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Smethers and Mintz before him at the time the invention was made, to 
modify the launching of the browser taught by Smethers to include a launching of a 
plurality of browsers of Mintz, in order to obtain a system that allows the user to 
bookmark information of URL web pages, and allow the user to launch a plurality of 
browsers. 

One would have been motivated to make such a combination because there is a 
need for improved approaches to enable a wireless client device to implement 
bookmarks, as taught by Smethers. 

In regards to claim 12, Smethers teaches a system that allows a user to bookmark 
web pages on a handheld device. The user programs the bookmark web pages 
manually and identifies a bookmark to a specific number. In addition, Smethers teaches 
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activating a bookmark manager, wherein the bookmark manager is a program for 
reading out, analyzing, and storing bookmark information and mathematical function 
calls necessary for launching browsers, (col. 1 1 lines 58-62) [fig . 4 is an 
exemplary screen shot 4 00 for a Keypad Bookmark Manager 
according to one embodiment of the invention. A user wishing to 
create, modify or delete bookmarks for a wireless client device 
(e.g., wireless client device 100 of FIG. 1) can access Keypad 
Bookmark Manager], assigning a bookmark file and allocating an ID corresponding to 
the selected browser in the assigned bookmark file, and inputting a URL of the Internet 
resource having the unique protocol in the assigned bookmark file. (col. 12 lines 1-6) 
[In the screen shot 4 00 for Keypad Bookmark Manager an iconic 
symbol 4 04 representing a " 0 M key shows that this key has been 
previously assigned to a location (e.g., document or web page 
address) having a specific URL 412. The specific URL in this 
example is: http):// www . uplanet . bookmarks . smethers . com.]. The 
examiner asserts when a user has launched a bookmark, the bookmark has a identifier, 
the identifier is a key, when the key is pressed, it is used to point to the stored URL, 
which launches a document or file to be displayed to the browser. To further explain, the 
examiner interprets the bookmark identifier as the browser ID because the browser ID in 
the application is used to launch the browser that corresponds to the webpage. While in 
Smethers, the identifier of the bookmark is used to point to the URL that launches the 
browser for that specific saved bookmark. The bookmark can be a document or file. In 
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conclusion, the browser ID and identifier of the bookmark are unique numbers that both 
point to the browser that launches the correct page from the Internet resource. 

The difference between the claims and Smethers is the claim recites 
"selecting one of the plurality of browsers corresponding to the unique protocol". 

Mintz teaches system for allowing a user to view multiple web-browsing browsers 
on the Internet on a single screen similar to that of Smethers. In addition, Mintz 
discloses selecting one of the plurality of browsers corresponding to the unique protocol 
(col. 7 line 54-58) [The e-Logic system and method of the present 
invention also allows for the selection and launching of 
multiple browsers]. The examiner asserts that if a system allows a plurality of 
browsers to be displayed, each browser can have a unique protocol to display the 
information. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Smethers and Mintz before him at the time the invention was made, to 
modify the launching a browser taught by Smethers to include a launching of a plurality 
of browser of Mintz, in order to obtain a system that allows the user to bookmark 
information of URL web pages, and allow the user to launch a plurality of browsers. 

One would have been motivated to make such a combination because there is a 
need for improved approaches to enable a wireless client device to implement 
bookmarks, as taught by Smethers. 
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In regards to claim 13, Smethers in view of Mintz discloses the step of inputting a 
bookmark name in the assigned bookmark file after the URL inputting step (col. 12 lines 
5-10, '640). 

In regards to claim 14, Smethers teaches a system that allows a user to 
bookmark web pages on a handheld device. The user programs the bookmark web 
pages manually and identifies a bookmark to a specific number. In addition, Smethers 
teaches an apparatus for accessing the Internet using bookmarks in an Internet terminal 
capable of displaying bookmarks on a screen, comprising: 

a memory for storing a bookmark frame including at least one browser, a 
bookmark manager, a browser ID field, and a URL field corresponding in 1:1 relation to 
the browser ID field, attempting the Internet access according to the URL field, wherein 
the corresponding browser is launched if a bookmark displayed on the screen is 
selected by a user. (col. 12 lines 11-16 & col. 3 lines 1-6) [with respect to key 
"1", the screen shot 4 00 show that the bookmark has a short name 
of "My Stocks" in field 420 and a URL of 

http : // www . uplanet . com/ stocks . html/ " in filed 424. Keys "2" and 
"3" are also shown in the screen shot 4 00 has having been 
assigned in accordance with information in fields 436, 440, 452 
and 456.] & [selecting one of a plurality of bookmarks* 
available to the wireless client device; transmitting a compact 
request for the document or file represented by the selected 
bookmark from the wireless client device to an intermediate 
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server; obtaining, from the intermediate server, a universal 
resource locator for the document or file represented by the 
selected bookmark;]. The examiner asserts when a user has launched a bookmark 
that has been stored in memory, the bookmark has an identifier, the identifier is a key, 
when the key is pressed, it is used to point to the stored URL, which launches a 
document or file to be displayed to the browser. This is a 1 to 1 relationship between the 
URL and launching of a browser. To further explain, the examiner interprets the 
bookmark identifier as the browser ID because the browser ID in the application is used 
to launch the browser that corresponds the webpage. While in Smethers, the identifier 
of the bookmark is used to point to the URL that launches the browser for that specific 
saved bookmark. The bookmark can be a document or file. In conclusion, the browser 
ID and identifier of the bookmark are unique numbers that both point to the browser that 
launches the correct page from the Internet resource. 

The difference between the claims and Smethers is the claim recites 
" a controller for automatically launching a corresponding browser in accordance with a 
browser ID field of the selected bookmark". Smethers teaches a bookmark that allows a 
user to set a unique number, and a single URL to the bookmark, but does not teach of a 
system that allows multiple browsers to be displayed. 

Mintz teaches system for allowing a user to view multiple web-browsing browsers 
on the Internet on a single screen similar to that of Smethers. In addition, Mintz 
discloses a controller for automatically launching a corresponding browser in 
accordance with a browser ID field of the selected bookmark and attempting the Internet 
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access according to the URL field, wherein the corresponding browser is launched if a 
bookmark displayed on the screen is selected by a user (col. 7 lines 58-65) [ 
launching of multiple browsers that can be incorporated into a 
memo, message, survey, questionnaire or direct mail piece, all 
of which can be simultaneously displayed on a single screen. 
Currently, the e-Logic system permits about fifteen independent 
browsers to be simultaneously (rather than sequentially) 
displayed on a single screen (while about fifty browsers can be 
simultaneously displayed on multiple screens) . This allows for 
the simultaneous search, viewing and transmittal of multiple 
search engines, multiple web sites, bookmarks or any combination 
thereof.]. The examiner asserts that if multiple web browsers are displayed on the 
system, each browser must have a unique number because this way the processor 
knows where the information is going to be distributed to which browser. Furthermore, 
with the combination with Smethers, the system allows a user to set a URL to a 
bookmark, and allows the user to view the bookmark on a unique browser, and permit a 
plurality of browser to be launched. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Smethers and Mintz before him at the time the invention was made, to 
modify the launching of a browser as taught by Smethers to include a launching of a 
plurality of browsers of Mintz, in order to obtain a system that allows the user to 
bookmark information of URL web pages, and allow the user to launch a plurality of 
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browsers. 

One would have been motivated to make such a combination because there is a 
need for improved approaches to enable a wireless client device to implement 
bookmarks, as taught by Smethers. 

Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Smethers (US Patent Number 6,560,640) in view of Mintz (US Patent Number 
6,250,930). 

In regards to claim 9-1 1 , the difference between the claims and the Smethers in 
view of Mintz is that the claims recites, (claim 9) "the browser ID field is 8 bits", and 
(claim 10) "the URL field is 64 bits". However, it is notoriously well known to one of the 
ordinary skill in the art that a browser id and Uniform Resource Locator (hereafter 
referred to as, URL) field must contain any number of bits, or can have a preset number 
of bits (i.e. 2, 4, 8, 16, 32, 128... bits). 

Inherently, a browser id and URL field must contain a certain bit size. For 
example, Smethers states that a Bookmark ID "is preferably two bytes in size" (col. 12 
line 42). Although not explicitly stated, it is implicitly implied the bit size can be set for 
any value. 

The examiner takes OFFICAL NOTICE of this teaching further, the applicant's 
disclosure fails to provided an explanation that setting the browser field to be 8 bits and 
URL field to be 64 bits overcomes any deficiency in the prior art, or any stated purpose. 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the bit size of Smethers to alter the browser identifier 
and URL field. 

The modification would have been obvious because one of the ordinary skill in 
the art would have been motivated to use a large number of bits to represent plurality of 
different browsers or programs. For example, having a 4 bits could represent 16 
different programs and browser by bits 0000 equal to use Microsoft Word™, bits 0001 
equal to use Microsoft Works™, bits 0010 equal to use of Microsoft Explorer™, etc. The 
bit size of URL field could also increase and decrease depending on the length of the 
URL. So, one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to change the browser 
identifier and URL field. 

In regard to claim 1 1 , The difference between the claims and Smethers in view of 
Mintz is the claim recites, " the URL filed is a string with null termination". However, it is 
notoriously well known to one of the ordinary skill in the art that a URL field is a string 
with null termination. 

The examiner takes OFFICAL NOTICE of the teachings of a URL fields or any 
string related fields that must end with a termination after a set of characters. It is 
important for strings to end with a termination, which can be any type of termination 
character, i.e. null sign, pound sign, or asterisk symbol, for the logic encoded in an 
information handling system, so that system is able to determine the ending of the set of 
characters in a string field. After determining the termination character, the system has 
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the ability to perform its function by concatenating string, and provide the set of 
characters in an operation. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the URL string of Smethers to include a null character 
to any termination character. 

The modification would have obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to use a different character or even the null sign as a 
termination character at the end of string, because a termination character is required. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 6, 9-14 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The applicant argues that Smethers does not describe " a method of internet 
access in an Internet terminal having a plurality of browsers, each browser having a 
corresponding browser ID (identifier)". The examiner respectfully disagrees. Smethers 
disclosed a handheld device that has the ability to access the Internet, and allows a 
user to choose the type of browsers to open within the bookmark menu. In addition, 
Smethers allows the user to view a document or a file (col. 12 lines 45-50) [fig . 4 , 
the proxy server device retrieves the bookmark associated with 
the "0" key (i.e., http:// www.uplanet.bookmarks.com/ 
smethers.html and forwards a request for the page identified by 
the retrieved URL. The information server containing that 
document responds to the request and forwards the requested 
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document or file to the wireless client device. In this 
example, the retrieved URL happens to address a HDML file 
residing on the proxy server device .]. The examiner interprets that the 
identifier in Smethers is the unique key button the handheld device because the user 
saves the bookmark to unique key, the bookmarks save a URL, and the browser is 
launched from the unique key. The browser is dependent on the URL, so if the URL 
points to a document, file, or webpage, the browser must invoke that protocol. 
Furthermore, the unique key or bookmark identifier is unique, and only launches that 
browser for that URL. 

The applicant argues that Smethers does not describe "a bookmark frame 
generating method, the bookmark frame enabling a launch of one of a plurality of 
browsers capable of browsing an Internet resource having a unique protocol" and 
"launching a browser of the plurality of browsers corresponding to the browser ID, the 
launched browser interpreting a URL of the selected bookmark, and accessing the 
Internet resource". The examiner respectfully disagrees. Smethers disclosed a method 
of activating a browser to be displayed by the user holding a key on the handheld 
device. The key button on a the handheld device allows the user to active a bookmark 
(Figure 6 items 616, 620), which then allows the handheld to obtain a URL (Figure 6 
item 624). When the URL information is received by the handled, depending on the type 
of file or protocol of the file, the handheld displays the bookmarked document or file on 
the screen. (Figure 7 item 710). Smethers lacks the ability of being able to launch a 
plurality of browsers, but Mintz has the capability. Mintz discloses a system that allows a 
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plurality of web browsers to be display on a single screen (col. 7 lines 57-65). Within 
each browser, the user may view different Internet information, which inherently shows 
that each browser has some form of unique number. The browser must have this 
number because it allows the processor to direct information to that specific browser, 
which allows different browsers to view different information from other browsers. 

The applicant argues that Smethers does not describe "selecting one of a 
plurality of bookmarks, wherein each bookmark includes a URL (Uniform Resource 
Locator) field for saving an address of an Internet resource and a browser ID field for 
saving a browser ID of a browser capable of browsing the Internet resource having a 
unique protocol". The examiner respectfully disagrees. Smethers disclosed that the user 
may select a key on the portable device, which in turn, activates a bookmark, that is 
connected to a URL (Figure 6). In addition, Smethers allows the user to configure keys 
on the handheld device to create bookmarks, and save the URL's to each of the keys 
(Figure 4). 

The applicant argues that Smethers does not describe, "selecting one of the 
plurality of browsers corresponding to the unique protocol". The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. In the specification of application, the applicant states "To access the 
Internet in an Internet terminal having a plurality of browsers and using bookmarks, the 
bookmarks are displayed for a user to select one. The browser ID of a selected 
bookmark is interpreted. In accordance with the browser ID, a browser is automatically 
launched, the URL of the selected bookmark is interpreted, and the Internet is 
accessed. Paragraph 13". The examiner interprets that Smethers disclosed a system 
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that allows the user to view a browser, which contains a plurality of protocols. When the 
user is viewing a HTML page the HTML browser is utilized, or when the user is viewing 
a HDML page, a HDML browser is utilized. In conclusion, after reviewing the 
specification the examiner determines that the applicant even though may have a 
plurality of browsers on a single terminal, only launches a single browser that is being 
viewed, which is equivalent to Smether that allows a user to view a plurality protocols of 
a browser, and a plurality of bookmarks, before pressing a key on the handheld device 
as illustrated in Figure 4 (col. 6 lines 45-50 & col. 8 lines 5-10) [wireless client 
device 100 uses HDTP over UDP. The wireless client device 100 
operates a Handheld Device Markup Language (HDML) browser .(also 
known as a micro-browser) . ] & [ A user of the wireless client 
device is able to utilize the bookmark features to gain rapid 
and easy access to previously bookmarked locations (e.g., remote 
information servers) or documents thereon. A bookmark is a 
shortcut feature that allows a user to access a remote location 
or document identified by a uniform resource locator (URL) 
without]. Smethers states that a browser has a plurality of protocols with in the 
browser, but does not state that a plurality of browsers may be displayed on a single 
screen. Mintz contains a system that allows for a multiple browser to be launched and 
displayed on a single screen (col. 7 lines 57-68). Within each browser, the user may 
view different Internet information, which inherently shows that each browser has some 
form of unique number. The browser must have this number because it allows the 
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processor to direct information to that specific browser, which allows different browsers 
to view different information from other browsers. The examiner takes the combination 
of Smethers and Mintz as a whole, and states that it would obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the arts the combination of Smethers and Mintz allows a user to select a multiple 
browsers that can have their own protocol to be displayed on a single screen. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to O'Neal R Mistry whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4052. The examiner can normally be reached on 9am - 6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W Cabeca can be reached on (571 ) 272-4048. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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